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3/03/06 PATENT APPLICATION 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Nathan TAYLOR 
10/771,999 | 
February 4, 2004 

A BASKET MOLD. METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR 
MAKING A BASKET! MOLD 
1722 

Jason Y. PAHNG i 
NATNAN P01AUS | 

The Commissioner for Patents ; 
U.S. Patent & Trademark Office! 
P. O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

RESPONSE 

Dear Sir: 

This response is being filed in reply to the office action! mailed February 15, 2006. 
In that action, the Examiner has required restriction under 35ju.S.C. § 121 between the 
following groups of claims: j j 

I. Claims 1-9, drawn to an expandable mold in class 147jand subclass 25; 

II. Claims 10-11, drawn to a process for making an expandable mold, classified 
in class 147 and subclass 3; and 

III. Claims 12-15, drawn! to a system for making a basket) mold in class 147 and 
subclass 48. 

The Applicant elects with traverse for the reasons set forth below, the invention 

i ! 

disclosed in Group I (claims 1-9) and that in any event, it is requested that, without further 
action thereon, claims 1 0-15 be iletained in this application pending disposition of this case and 
for possible filing of a divisional epplication(s). 

The Applicant adamantly} asserts that the inventions of Group I and II are not patentably 
distinct. Initially the applicant notes that the independent claims 1,land 10 of each group recites 
substantially the exact same limitations, claim 1 being in apparatus claim format and claim 10 
being in method format. As bestithe Applicant understands the rational for requiring restriction, 
the Examiner alleges that . .trie expandable mold as claimed dan be made by another and 
materially different process. For example, a plurality of non-sepjarate mold sections may be 
secured by a releasable fastening mechanism". Contrary to thte assertion, the apparatus of 
claim 1 could not be made this way, i.e. with w non~separate1 mold sections, as claim 1 
specifically requires " a plurality bf separate mold sections. . .". Sjecondly, if the mold sections 
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were "non-separate* there woiild be no logical reason to sefcure them together with a 
"releasable fastening mechanism", a feature which is also recited in claim 1 . 

With regards to the alleged distinction between groups M aifid III, the Applicant takes the 
position that merely because a sjeparate independent claim recites a further specific limitation 
defining a previously recited and claimed feature of the inventiori, is not a materially different 
apparatus. If this were true th$n every dependent claim in arry group of claims could be 
restricted. By way of explanatioh, the element of "at least a passage in claim 12, is merely a 
more specifically recited and djefined aspect of the "releasable fastening mechanism" as 
disclosed in claims 1 and 10, and as recited in dependent clainhs therefrom. Thus, merely 
because claim 12 includes different recitations and further limitations to the same features as 
found in previous independent claims, this is not believed to riseito the level of "a patentable 
distinction." i 

Thus, the Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the restriction requirement 
and that the claims of all groups i, Hand III be prosecuted togetheir. In the event that there are 
any fee deficiencies or additional fees are payable, please chaVge the same or credit any 
overpayment to our Deposit Accjount (Account No, 04-021 3). 

Respectfully submitted, 




Scott A. Daniels, Rejg. No. 42,462 

Customer No. 020211 0 

Davis & Bujold, P.L.j-.C, 

Fourth Floor 
! 500 North Commercial Street 

Manchester NH 031 01 -11 51 

Telephone 603-624^220 

Facsimile 603-624^229 
: E-mail: patent@davisandbujold.com 

i * 
! ! 

: I 
■ -■ 

: f 

! | 

t : 

; i 



-2- 



PAGE 3/3 1 RCVD AT 3/3/2006 3:26:39 PM (Eastern Standard Time] 1 SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/12 * DtflS:2738300 1 CSID:603 624 9229 1 DURATION (mm-ss):00-58 



